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II:2: The opinions assigned to R. Eliezer are contradictory. There he 
has said, “Fourteen meals is a person obligated to eat in the 

sukkah” [M. 2:7A], and here he has said this [that if one did not eat on 
the first night in the sukkah, he makes it up on the last night]. [But on 
the last night there is no sukkah any longer. It is no longer obligatory 
to eat there. ] 


XX. YERUSHALMI SUKKAH 2:8 


HE WHOSE HEAD AND THE GREATER PART OF WHOSE BODY ARE IN THE SUKKAH, 


BUT WHOSE TABLE IS IN THE HOUSE — THE HOUSE oF SHAMMAI DECLARE 
INVALID. AND THE House oF HILLEL DECLARE VALID. SAID THE HOUSE OF 
HILLEL TO THE House oF SHAMMaAI, ‘WAS NOT THE PRECEDENT SO, THAT 
THE ELDERS OF THE HOUSE OF SHAMMAI AND THE ELDERS OF THE HOUSE OF 
HILLEL WENT ALONG TO PAY A SICK-CALL ON R. YOHANAN B. HAHORANI, 
AND THEY FOUND HIM SITTING WITH HIS HEAD AND THE GREATER PART OF HIS 
BODY IN THE SUKKAH, AND HIS TABLE IN THE HOUSE, AND THEY SAID NOTHING 
AT ALL TO HIM!”’ SAID THE HOUSE OF SHAMMAI TO THEM, “‘IS THERE PROOF 
FROM THAT STORY? BUT IN POINT OF FACT THEY DID SAY TO HIM, ‘IF THIS IS 
HOW YOU ACT, YOU HAVE NEVER IN YOUR WHOLE LIFE FULFILLED THE 
RELIGIOUS REQUIREMENT OF DWELLING IN A SUKKAH!” 


I:1: It is not the end of the matter [from the viewpoint of the House 
Shammai] that the whole table be in the house. Even if only of it is 
there, [it is invalid]. 


1:2: [With reference to M. Ter. 5:4, which follows (in the translation of 
Alan Peck, Terumot, pp. 170-71):A seah of unclean heave-offering 
which fell into a hundred seahs of clean heave offering — the House 
of Shammai declare (the mixture) forbidden (for consumption by a 
priest), but the House of Hillel permit. Said the House of Hillel to the 
House of Shammai, “Since clean (heave-offering) is forbidden to non- 
priests, and unclean (heave-offering) is forbidden to priests, if clean 
(heave-offering) can be neutralized, so unclean (heave-offering) can be 
neutralized.” Said to them the House of Shammai, “No! If 
unconsecrated produce, to which leniency applies and which is 
permitted to non-priests, neutralizes clean (heave-offering), should 
heave-offering, to which stringency applies and which is forbidden to 
non-priests, (have that same rower and) neutralize unclean (heave- 
offering)?” After they had agreed: R. Eliezer says, “Let it be raised up 
and burned.” But sages say, “It has been lost through its scantiness”: 
Judah bar Pazzi and R. Aibu bar Nigri were in session, say “We have 


